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•• ’ Re the puff of smoke that is" visible against , the stone 
wall: 1 ' ■* 

v. 1 • I have copies of Moorman and Nix that show- Irh&t > ‘ 

■ appears to -be a puff of smoke against the; - south face; of ■■■ b- 
.-..•'the stone wall, but I just noted something which may". .. . 
•indicate that it is not smoke. _■ ; 

Thm Bond pictures show, that,. the shadow of a tree 
falls against the wall where the "puff of smoke" is\ 
evident in the other pictures. , I have no doubt that smoke 
was seen by the witnesses, but -X am not sure now whether 
the same smoke was photographed, or atrieast whether you can 
prove that the same smoke was photographed. 

I have not seen the movies, so possibly I am wrong, 
but. you should keep this in mind, for if it is noticed , , 
: by it will surely be used to discredit Marcus 1 . . ' 

analysis of the Moorman picture-- like Itek's "optical , 
illusion" in the Nix film. 

Even movies may not conclusively, settle the question , 

■• whether it is smoke or shadow — unless the smoke moves 
off the wall and is seen against another background. 

Dicfe Bernabei 



P.S. I am sending copies of this note to Weisberg and, 

:•••• ? Marcus. ' , ^ . v“= ./ 
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